Vivaranam                  133

Yes, the expression 'purvadrishta (seen earlier) is
employed for the sake of clarity (Padmapada).

Brroneous cognition needs a locus with which we have
the contact ofk the eye.  Then We can drop 'smriti rupa'
from the definition.  Does the wdrd 'smriti rupa' mean
that the erroneous cognition arises from the samskara ?
Or that it involves the ^sambheda' (fusion) of the past
experience with the present one ?  Or that which has
similarity with memory ?

When there is a doubt like this, the author of the Tika
proceeds to make clear that it means only 'samskara janya-
tvam\ As such he says thai it is the appearance (avabhasa)
of something that was seen (drishta) earlier. It is not the
appearance of the earlier perception (darsana). The other
apprehended is the 'sajatiya' (similar to) the object seen
earlier ; and this makes us accept it to be ^nirvacaniya
rajata". If it is said to be a case of 'bhranti' (illusion)only
we reply that we have the appearance of a real object hav-
ing the ^mithya vastu sambheda' (fusion with the unreal)*
Otherwise many cognitions which are not erroneous would
become erroneous. This is the logical argument given so
far. However adhyasa is also ^okanubhava siddha (fact
of experience). It does not mean that the logical argument
is useless.

Sankara refers to our experience in the world and this
experience goes to prove the validity of adhyasa. And he
has given the definition of the svarupa (nature) of adhyasa
which is 'loka siddha\ Logical argument can only support
this fact of experience ; as such it is not necessary to multi-
ply the arguments.